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DETAILED ACTION 



1. This office action is in response to the amendment filed on September 10, 2007. 
Claims 1-20 have been amended. No claims have been canceled. Therefore, claims 1- 
20 are presented for further examination. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Feig, United States Patent Application Publication Number 2006/0041679 (hereinafter 
Feig) in view of Hui, United States Patent Application Publication Number 
2005/0094725 (hereinafter Hui), and further in view of Chayes et al., United States 
Patent Application Publication Number 2004/0267686 (hereinafter Chayes). 



4. With respect to claims 1, 3, 19, and 20, Feig teaches a method of providing 
communications services [see abstract], comprising the steps of: 
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■ receiving data [i.e. multimedia data] at a computer, the data received as 
packets of data packetized according to a packet protocol [i.e. UDP/TCP 
protocol] [figs.3&5]; 

■ segmenting the packets of data into segments [fig. 9] according to a 
segmentation profile stored in memory [i.e. database 60] [paragraphs 0058- 
0075]; 

■ dispersing at least one of the segments via a network for a subsequent 
processing service [paragraphs 0010-0022]; 

However, Feig does not explicitly show receiving results of the subsequent 
processing service; aggregating the results of the subsequent processing service; and 
communicating the aggregated results to a client communications device, wherein the 
aggregated results are formatted according to the segmentation profile. 

In a method of providing communications services, Hui discloses or suggests 
receiving results of the subsequent processing service; aggregating the results of the 
subsequent processing service; and communicating the aggregated results to a client 
communications device, wherein the aggregated results are formatted according to the 
segmentation profile [figs. 1-5 and paragraphs 0020-0088]. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention was made to modify Feig in view of Hui by communicating the 
aggregated results to a client communication device because this feature could 
increase and/or decrease the segment size according to the threshold [Hui, paragraph 
0048]. It is for this reason that one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
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would have been motivated in order to adjust at least one encoding parameter which is 
then used to encode the additional video information [Hui, see abstract]. 

Further, Feig does not explicitly show recursively segmenting the first data 
stream into segments, such that a characteristic of a preceding segment determines 
how a current segment is segmented. 

In a related art, Chayes discloses recursively segmenting the first data stream 
into segments, such that a characteristic of a preceding segment determines how a 
current segment is segmented [= recursively segmented into cluster of desirable size, 
paragraphs 0066-0101]. 

Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention was made to modify Feig in view of Hui, and further in view of Chayes by 
recursively segmenting the first data stream into segments, such that a characteristic of 
a preceding segment determines how a current segment is segmented because this 
feature facilitates improved searching and organization of newsgroups [Chayes, 
paragraph 0007]. It is for this reason that one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention would have been motivated in order to optimize utilization of processing 
bandwidth [Chayes, paragraph 0015], 

5. With respect to claim 2, Feig further teaches the step of receiving a request for 
the first data stream, the request originating from a client communications device 
[fig. 11]. 
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6. With respect to claim 4, Feig further teaches processing at least one of the 
segments at a network device operating in the communications network [figs. 1-2]. 

7. With respect to claims 5 and 16-18, Feig further teaches wherein the step of 
dispersing the segments comprises dispersing according to the segmentation profile 
[see abstract]. 

8. With respect to claims 7-12, Feig does not explicitly show wherein the step of 
segmenting the packets of data comprises segmenting according to a dynamic 
requirement. 

In a method of providing communications services, Hui discloses or suggests 
wherein the step of segmenting the packets of data comprises segmenting according to 
a dynamic requirement [i.e. segment size adjuster 218] [figs.2&4-5]. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention was made to modify Feig in view of Hui by segmenting according 
to a dynamic requirement because this feature could increase and/or decrease the 
segment size according to the threshold [Hui, paragraph 0048]. It is for this reason that 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention would have been motivated in 
order to adjust at least one encoding parameter which is then used to encode the 
additional video information [Hui, see abstract]. 
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9. With respect to claim 6, Feig does not explicitly show wherein the step of 
segmenting the packets of data comprises segmenting according to a template, the 
template describing a repetitive structure of the packets of data. 

In a related art, Chayes discloses segmenting the packets of data comprises 
segmenting according to a template [= graph], the template describing a repetitive 
structure of the packets of data [fig. 3]. 

Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention was made to modify Feig in view of Hui, and further in view of Chayes by 
segmenting the packets of data comprises segmenting according to a template because 
this feature facilitates improved searching and organization of newsgroups [Chayes, 
paragraph 0007]. It is for this reason that one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention would have been motivated in order to optimize utilization of processing 
bandwidth [Chayes, paragraph 0015]. 

10. With respect to claims 13-14, Feig does not explicitly show wherein the step of 
segmenting the packets of data comprises segmenting according to a security 
requirement. 

In a related art, Chayes discloses segmenting the packets of data comprises 
segmenting according to a security requirement [= segmenting into group, paragraph 
0008-0018]. 

Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention was made to modify Feig in view of Hui, and further in view of Chayes by 
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segmenting the packets of data comprises segmenting according to a template because 
this feature facilitates improved searching and organization of newsgroups [Chayes, 
paragraph 0007]. It is for this reason that one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention would have been motivated in order to optimize utilization of processing 
bandwidth [Chayes, paragraph 0015]. 

1 1 . With respect to claim 15, Feig does not explicitly show wherein the step of 
segmenting the packets of data comprises segmenting according to a Service Level 
Agreement. 

In a related art, Chayes discloses segmenting the packets of data comprises 
segmenting according to a Service Level Agreement [= weight, paragraph 0012, 0015, 
0055, and 0088]. 

Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention was made to modify Feig in view of Hui, and further in view of Chayes by 
segmenting the packets of data comprises segmenting according to a Service Level 
Agreement because this feature facilitates improved searching and organization of 
newsgroups [Chayes, paragraph 0007]. It is for this reason that one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention would have been motivated in order to optimize 
utilization of processing bandwidth [Chayes, paragraph 0015]. 



Response to Arguments 
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12. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-20 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 



Conclusion 

1 3. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

14. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Nghi V. Tran whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
4067. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday and every other 
Friday (6:30-4:00). 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Follansbee can be reached on (571) 272-3964. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-91 99 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1 000. 

Nghi Tran 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 2151 

November 26, 2007 




